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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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1 )(3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10/24/2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for forma! matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-3, 5-13, 15-21, 23-24, and 26-30 have been examined. 



2. 



Claims 4, 14, 22, 25 are cancelled 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



a. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 



obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a)A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3,5-7,9-13, 15-17, 19-21, 23-24, 26-28, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent Number 6567928, known hereafter as Lyle, in view 

of US 5293615, known hereafter as Amada. 

Claim 1 is rejected for the following reasons: 

A system of data management for a plurality of correlated 

data records, comprising: 

a data verification module, verifying the data records according to the data correlations 
and producing a plurality of veri fication results, each of the verification 
results corresponds to one of the data records(Figure 1 1); 

a data notation module, coupled to the data verification module, noting the verification 
results in the corresponding data records(Col 6 lines 48-510) ; and 
a data management module, coupled to the data notation module, managing the data 
records according to the verification results(Col 6 lines 54-57) 
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wherein each of the verification results includes one of valid and invalid, each of the 

verification result includes valid for the corresponding data record when the 

corresponding data record can be applied to a data application module and each 

of the verification result includes invalid for the corresponding data record when 

the corresponding data record can not be applied to the data application module.(Col 6 lines 48- 

63) 

Lyle fails to expressly disclose Sequential correlations in the database system as claimed, 
however this is taught in Amada Col 22, lines 29-37. Thus, it would have been obvious to on of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the inventions to use these correlations when invalidating 
records, as records that are dependant upon a record must themselves be invalid, and these types 
of records are well known and provide increased functionality in data manipulation in a database. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected for the following reasons: 
The system as claimed in claim 1, further comprising 

the data application module, coupled to the data verification module and the data notation 
module, applying the data records whose verification results include valid. (Col 6 lines 57-63) 

5. Claim 3 is rejected for .the following reasons: 

6. 3. The system as claimed in claim 2, wherein the data correlations are established 
according to correlations between the data records applied to the data application modules 
(Data inherently has correlations for example Col 6 lines 61-63, talks about the object being in a 
table and thus having correlations). 

7. Claim 5 is rejected for the following reasons: 
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8. 5. The system as claimed in claim 3, wherein the data correlations are parallel only(The 
cited, records don't show sequential-dependence and are therefore parallel only correlations). 

9. Claim 6 is rejected for the following reasons: 

10. Lyle teaches parallel records see claim 5, and Amada teaches sequential see above. 

1 1 . Claim 7 is rejected for the following reasons: 

12. 7. The system as claimed in claim 1, wherein each data record has a data record owner 
(Data records inherently have an Owner). 

13. Claim 9 is rejected for the following reasons: 

14. The system as claimed in claim 7, wherein data management is enabled by the data 

1 5. management module deleting the data records (Col 8 lines 3 1 -34). 

16. Claim 10 is rejected for the following reasons: 

17. 10. The system as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the data records are stored in at least one 
database (Col 7 lines 11-18). 

1 8. Claim 1 1 is rejected for the following reasons: 

19. See claim 1 rejection. 

20. Claim 12 is rejected for the following reasons: 

2 1 . See claim 2 rejection. 



22. 
23. 



Claim 13 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See claim 3 rejection. 
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24. Claim 14 is rejected for the following reasons: 

25. See claim 4 rejection. 

26. Claim 15 is rejected for the following reasons: 

27. See claim 5 rejection. 

28. Claim 16 is rejected for the following reasons: 

29. See claim 6 rejection. 

30. Claim 17 is rejected for the following reasons: 

3 1 . See claim 7 rejection. 

32. Claim 19 is rejected for the following reasons: 

33. See claim 9 rejection. 

34. Claim 20 is rejected for the following reasons: 

35. See claim 10 rejection. 



36. 



Claim 21 is rejected for the following reasons: 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,503 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2164 

37. A database, comprising: a data storage module, storing a plurality of correlated data 
records, and a data operation module, coupled to the data storage module, operating the data 
records(Figure 4). 

38. Claim 22 is rejected for the following reasons: 

39. See claim 1 rejection. 

40. Claim 23 is rejected for the following reasons: 

41 . See claim 2 rejection. 

42. Claim 24 is rejected for the following reasons: 

43. See claim 3 rejection. 

44. Claim 25 is rejected for the following reasons: 

45. See claim 4 rejection. 

46. Claim 26 is rejected for the following reasons: 

47. See claim 5 rejection. 



48. 
49. 



Claim 27 is rejected for the following reasons: 
See claim 6 rejection. 
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50. Claim 28 is rejected for the following reasons: 

5 1 . See claim 7 rejection. 

52. Claim 30 is rejected for the following reasons: 

53. See claim 9 rejection. 

54. Claims 8, 18, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Number 6567928, known hereafter as Lyle, in view of US 5299615, known hereafter as 
Amada in further view of US Patent Number 6978262, known hereafter as Tsai. 

55. Claims 8, 1 8, and 1 9 are rejected for the following reasons: 

Lyle and Amada teaches the claims upon when these claims are dependant, but fails to 
expressly disclose wherein data management is enabled by the data management module sending 
the verification results to the data record owners. This is taught however in Tsai (Col 10 lines 37- 
51). Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include these features, as they notify owners of invalid data so that valid data can be 
entered. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Application/Control Number: 10/666,503 
Art Unit: 2164 



Page 8 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Cory C. Bell whose telephone number is (571) 272 2736. The examiner 
can normally be reached on m-f 8:30-5:00. 



Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272 4085. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 



.marV EXAMINER 




